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W59 ( Coturnix coturnix japonica)l 2 &% 7 d-LD,, AT AR B 8 d-LCy 23 HIK T 2.00x10° mg a.i. -kg' bw 1 5.00 x10°
mg ai. -kg ' fAk}, B KM B (Apis mellifera LY 4 N850 48 h-LD, 435 KT 100 pg ai.- ¥ F1953 pg ai.-ig" KA
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japonicum)24 h- LR,/ 0.337 g a.i. -cm™, £ 5 ¥ (Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata)72 h-EC, 4 5.80x10° mg a.i.- L™, KEI%R
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Abstract; We have tested trifloxystrobin on 10 kinds of non-target organisms to evaluate its toxicity risk to envi-
ronmental organisms. Test results showed that the 7 d-LD,, of acute oral toxicity and 8 d-LC,, of dietary toxicity
on Coturnix coturnix japonica were >2.00x10° mg a.i. kg™ bw and >5.00x10° mg a.i. -kg™' diet, respectively; 48
h-LD,, of acute contact toxicity and oral toxicity on Apis mellifera L. were >100 g a.i. -bee” and >95.3 pg a.i.

-bee, respectively; 96 h-LC,, of Bombyx mori was 1.61x10° mg a.i. -L"'; 14 d- LC,, of Eisenia foetida was >100
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mg a.i. -kg” dry soil, 24 h- LRy, of Trichogramma japonicum was 0.337 g a.i. -cm™; 72 h-EC,, of Pseudokirch-

neriella subcapitata was 5.80x10” mg a.i. -L™"; 48 h-EC,, of Daphnia magna Straus was 1.72x10” mg a.i. -L™; 96

h-LCy, of Brachydanio rerio was 5.40x10” mg a.i. -L"; 96 h-LCy, of Xenopus laevis was 8.95x107 mg a.i. -L";

the difference of 28 d nitrate transformation rate of soil microorganism was <25% . According to the pesticide viru-

lence classification standard suggested by Chemical Pesticides Environmental Safety Evaluation Test Guidelines, the

test results indicated that the trifloxystrobin is low toxic to terrestrial organisms (quail, honeybee, silkworm and

earthworm) but highly or extremely toxic to aquatic organisms (alga, daphnia, fish and Xenopus laevis). It also can

expose high risk to Trichogramma. When trifloyxteobin is deployed to farm fields, certain safety measures shall be

taken to reduce its harm and risk to aquatic organisms and Trichogramma.

Keywords: trifloxystrobin; environmental organism; acute toxicity; safety evaluation

15 PRI Tl 2 DR SR 7= 4 Strobilurins B ) I & 1
— R REETTIEAREN  AR 30IT BiE NS
P R K R R RSO S R 5 HLF X
A B E A RAFTEYE . SR H ETA OGS B X
ENEEIS: |2 WrNa k7L E e R T e RN S )
AR T T B i R0 | BT TOIE 0 8 £ 10 iR 1Y
BEPERON ST, E R 7R AR Ve B2 7K 7T Jig 1 1 X 9 A5
KWW AAF 5 E B U R I E T A —
e >4 B At A 25 R G0 R DL Y BRBE AR S AR AR
Y, WK IS ( Eisenia foetida) . % % (Apis mellifera L.)
K A& (Bombyx mori), f82% K H: ToHEME S UL S i
KRR ML AR A TR R 245 0
it R i B FE T, 23 5 e SR BV DL SO
AEBRRGTY, FIH LASE 56 = 4R 15 B — 2R B Fh 3
PEBE R LAt 10 A 25 KU PEAR T, S T80 4k 24 78 25
B AN RV XU DA SRR BE R R
W T i BRI R X 3 B AR B 58 A= ) 1) B R BIF 980T XL
B PPN A R 3 L, A C 2 OECD  EPA i
T8, LA R (A2 AR 24 BR 58 22 A DE A 1 90 v U] ) s 4
IriEE oI e s B R LR ISR A Y ——H A
#%39 (Coturnix coturnix japonica) , = K F| % % (Apis
mellifera L.)  ZZ %% (Bombyx mori)) 752 W5 (Eise-
nia foetida) . 75 W ¥ ( Trichogramma japonicum) , Bt &
tf1 ( Brachydanio rerio), K %Y J% ( Daphnia magna
Straus) . =F- i H 2F % (Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata) .
AEWTWE (Xenopus laevis)IRHEL L K + SERLAE I 1 2
PEREPERONE , I LA A AR A PPAN 1235 T ) B A B
IR HAE (]G B PP HE B AR

1 ##l5 7% (Materials and methods)
1.1 SEsebrgt
111 Bk
98% Ml 1T 16 Ji 24 Hh Al 3 24 4 P 4 it | FL A4

WECHIE R AE 1.2 /N vk R A
1.1.2 XY

B 1 fis,

1.1.3 X

G3HTR-(MEL04, 5 [, #4e - FE R ) (455X
pH 71 (SG-2, 22 [, e -FEF] £2) 5 455 % it A
W72 (Seve2Go-S4, 36 [, M F5 - F £) /K B i
JETH(YD-300, [, b =450 FT)  mn osAH f
TEAL(LC-20A, HA B ) = 5 DU AT MOAR (01 T
T L (LCMS-8050, H 7, 15 ) ik 4 205 0
HU(TDL-5A, 1 [H , LR 2A ) )5,

1.2 Rk

AWFGE B LA A 2 AT 2 A PN R 50 v
WY St , A T SRR bR AR P 2k B, O
HENT AT AR A A AR iR v X SR E A
1.2.1 AydEELR
1.2.1.1  B2Eamirids

H A% 28 Coturnix coturnix japonica) , & FH [F] it
SEEAL ST RS 5G| DA RS fRpe e i ] MR 18
15 B, FHEIRE N 33.9 g; 2t ik s A 32
Hi%, Pk E R 972 g,

25 VB R B2 B B 1y A T e B
I E 2.00x10° mg a.i. -kg' bw 1 AN bFHyk
R b PR 5 (- S5 A B, g Ji 4 2 - 2 Oy
02044 g, 5 HASESHENE 2 Wi HE, 25 (X IR R 2
Wizs e FEAb I 10 G5 Ml e o S E B
RIGHTES T 12 h, Y Ab B 2 h E47 IE F A,
e 2505 8 h IMBEIG %ESE 7 d 4 24 h WELHS 8 1Y
HERAEIR AT AL, IR R R B BUE R i 7 d-LDy,
CEESEH ).,

S SV R R P A T o 24 Y T e 4
TRt PN R A 8 XURE PN 5 A R 1R R E
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5.00%10° mg a.i. -kg ' fARb, 3 as A IR RNA
FIXT AL b FEZE 10 FUAS S M A4 21 43 S8 T
EYRE, I 8 d, BT 5 d MR YL R, S 3
d R IE FEDRE, RN S 8 h LA B 24 h
MBS 55 B BERE IR SET-RL, IR B
8 d-LC, (CFBULIK ),
1.2.1.2  #iEav il

R F 2 16 (Apis mellifera L.), % 4 H 9% 544
AR e P R | e 0 — B AR T
Tk,

ST < DS B P ) e 2 SR R R 100 g
LB ARSI, K 2 L 25U ST TR S
W (1) v M i, 7 2 0 S8 AR R TS AT i 58,
R RERK AR A A IR 0 R A
Xf RRAH RIS G B, BAb B 3 AN BB

0 Rzl X565k 48 h, &5 24 h WELIC % %

() R EERER FNSET 4L, 1T 48 h-LD,,

WA B 5 B R 1.0 mL PR AT 0.2 mL
5% iR -80 KSR BhIES 5, H 50% JERE K B il 45 2]
TR ML A 100 pg a8 25, TERRIY S 2 o0

SWRE IR AMETE K34 200 L 3R56 245 1) 1] v
EHREREN R, WEZWIEFEN O, Fr
2RI AR S BRI IR SR T PR R, R 50% FEME /K iE
AT IE 5 TR AR AR 24 Y S o 3 i 1 S B e 7 57
i, AT A O R ALR Bl R X A ApAb B
3IAEME AN EERA 10 HEE 56 N 48
h, 25 Ab PR 5 B 24 h WLERC 3% 5 W 119 Hh 7 RE R ORD
FETHL, JFITHR 48 h-LD;
1.2.1.3  FaE2aMirEilE

KA (Bombyx mori), % F & FF R JLZE X -E
Peg o ORI M, KI5 R 1.0 mL P9 A A1
0.2 mL 5% i -80 7K %5 W Bh % I, FH 25 48 /K T )
HeJE ok 800 ,1.20x10° . 1.80%10° . 2.70x10° ,4.05%
10° mg a.i. -L"ZW, HALHAK S g ZHHRE T
50 mL K50 25 WK b, 18 25 W 34 20 43 A T I TS B
WBH T B A B S S0 B TR IR LG A kR
Ay, (RIS A 25 (6 HEORD Bl s 00 0 B A, A A
3IAEE N EEGIA 20 kA&, BN o6
h, & 24 h WESIE Sk K A s e IR e T4, IF it
.96 h-LC,,

®1 #iXEWER

Table 1 Information of test species
HHREY) f 7RI R
Test organisms Species Source
B Avi H At 35 JERRRI AR R A R A 7
5 vian
(Coturnix coturnix japonica) Beijing ECO-SAF Technology Co., Ltd
¥ Honeyb TR e AL B B B T T T
# % Honeybee
Y (Apis mellifera L.) Institute of Apicultural Research
FAx Silk ey WRE 48 A R
ilkworm
(Bombyx mori) Sericulture Research Institute of Hunan Province
§5 8] Earth il il LR ARG RH A R A
L arthworm
! (Eisenia foetida) Beijing Lvhuanth Biotechnological Co., Ltd
S Al FHAH A B HRHBE K A 0 I B DR K B
Fa 2
e (Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata) Freshwater Algae Culture Collectionat the Institute of Hydrobiology
% Daphni KA F P L e e s
i aphnia
e (Daphnia magna Straus) Chinese Center for Disease Control and Prevention
f% Fish Bt B i RTINS RPN G Ry g
L is|
- (Brachydanio rerio) Beijing Shilihe fish shop
KRN Amphibi BRI AR A IR R AT PR )
< Amphibian
P (Xenopus laevis) Shanghai MAOSHENG Biologic Science & Technology Development Co., Ltd
IR i A 3 T S R X5 P
Soil microorganism (Fluvo-aquic soil) Beijing Yanqing Kangxi Pasture
AEMER R R e ot R e JeE gL B

Parasitic insects (Trichogramma japonicum)

Beijing Academy of Agriculture and Forestry Sciences
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1.2.1.4 s ) 2w

T2 WL 5| (Eisenia foetida) , X5 A FR 1A T
300~600 mg Fhaf B G /N — 20 il T N T
T34k 24 b TS K g B TR T O R 37 i
5510 g AP ARG FREN I S 2 RS, 5
N LA i #E 4 5453 2 By 100 mg ai. -kg”' T
HiR00 3 s FO R IA R R . Biab
H3AER N EEGIA 10 S, K50 A
14 d, TS50 7 d 14 d WELrPEEREIR FIBE T4k,
JFHE 14 d-LCy,
1.2.1.5  KEIRIRE 2 EH R0

FEWE 7% IR % ( Trichogramma japonicum) , i, 5; 7ij
HaOP R BT TR Ak, PR R Y i T
Y, RN MOESAT R . TP B 5 v T 15T o)
44 5.00.8.00.12.8.20.5.32.8 mg a.i. LXK 25,
¥ 0.7 mL 259 B FREFCY 33 om® R H 80 R
W R ZG BB, A 48 h N PIL I IR IR % | [ e
171 h Ja i AT R U USRS 24 h 5 B AT 4
B I ARAE 2 IR T A SR B AR B i LR, [
IS U R AL R R R4, AR 4b B 3 AN A,
BAREEEA 90~100 KRR,
1.2.1.6 S KA il 5

40 H ¥ ¥ (Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata) , 1%
BOR BN F2E AR M B ry B TR0 . 4 M T R v
T BG11 35775 78 70 V5 ik o U8 J AR A 1 R i, B
JaFBE R 1.5%107 4.3x107,0.122 ,0.350 {5100 Al
WA 259, TETCIR &M T BRI 2 R 3R 1
VIRAI5] 5 210 i i vk B4 1.00x10° 4>« L e
BRI, TEZS IR A 3 AR K5
1% 72 h, 55 24 b FHEEAR-0] DL A6 BE T i PR
WRBE IR BN IR BE 72 h-EC, IR,
1.2.1.7  KIURR 2 s 5

KHU3% (Daphnia magna Straus), i 56 & £ 11 4=
/NT 24 h YE, SRR T R EE | iR 1)
H 24 ho B TR TS AR T R A R KRR AN
VSR, T 5 W BEAS BV BE R 0.01,1.6x 107 ,2.56 %
107 .4.10x107 ,6.55% 107 ,0.105 {5401 FIVA TR B 259K

FVES HX I OB 4 AN ER BN ERERA
5 Hyk, 1 48 hidlBe AW, & 24 h WAL
MHIESL , IF 15 48 h-EC,, .
1.2.1.8 Bt ZpE kil

B 5441 ( Brachydanio rerio), 7EiX K BT Y4k 7 d,
WA 2K R 2.16 em, AT Hy 0.0554 ¢,
KRS, 55 24 h i, B HEREH 1.0
mL PRRAL 0.5 mL 5% iHi-80 /KA BhE 5 , 7%
7K BE ) SRARAE & W, 3 IS U A I R D 26 3
L L& A RK A aGn SRR SRR 2 7.00%
10?.9.45x107.0.128.,0.172.,.0.233 .0.314 mg a.i. -L"
RIS ZH, I B ZS O IR AL A B 7 0% iR A, 4%
HICHES, B2 10 B, 78 96 h 5 AN, 6 h
DL KR 24 ol sl g A6 P8 T EOR AR R, OF
115 96 h-LC,,
1.2.1.9  JEVTCE 2M: Bk i ge

AEMTE (Xenopus laevis) , 2% 56 i I8} 76 32 56
AT YL 3 do XS IREHE I 6 d, PR K R
1.58 cm, FH A E N 0.0182 g, FIHFHAE, &
24 h W — R, #4 N5 EEE A 1.0 mL PIERF 0.5
mL 5% HEIE-80 7K I VR Bh S 5, FH 7818 /K e i 3k 15
W, SN BHUR AR 2O HA 1 L
FEA SRR Byl R A A 3R AR MR FE S 2.00 %
107 .2.72x107 3.70x107 ,5.03x 107 6.84x107 9.31x
10° mg a.i. -L" R 259, % B 45 O REZH RN B 511
XPRL L IRITCEE A 10 LR, 7E 96 h 5
JEIPY,6 h LUK AE 24 i s iR ue iR g SE T B0
HEEREAR , T 158 96 h-LCy
1.2.1.10  +EERAEY RS (A1)

BRGS0 58 AR T AE R AR A A L
TR BRI A T iR 6 d, HIEIARARE LT
2 2, FHPI R A 5] v B2 i 1l 259500 5 5 g
AYERPISIIR A Al T 38 XU b A5 T R 58 2 4 K
Jo , SRR AT SR RIS ARG 45 B 0 PR BT
W JE PEC(0.140 mg a.i. -kg™' F1)F1 5 £ PEC(0.700
mg a.i. -kg' T 1)2 MNALBRUE A E A R
PSR R R A 3 3 AN EEE, Y 0d 7 d,

F2 TEBEUER
Table 2 Physical and chemical properties of test soils

S - EERIR s FH B ¥ 2c ffe [BER7 IR AL
Sand content P TOC CEC Microbial biomass C/N ratio of substrate
65% 7.34 5.11 g-kg™! 3.75 cmol-kg™! 53 mg-kg™! 12.511
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14 d .28 d J&, I 7E 2% LS PR AR B TR BZ, JF 3154k
FHZH 5550007 B ZH A R ER T 103 LA S Ak 328 it 25 175
FIXT REZH B %
12,111 Z il

R BRI AR R AR AT SR DL GRS
PR X K R %5 W% (Apis mellifera L)) 58
(Bombyx mori) 752 W W5| ( Eisenia foetida) . =F-ffi H
A ¥ (Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata) . K% (Daph-
nia magna Straus) 1B & £f1 ( Brachydanio rerio)if172%
Feike B KH % 6 (Apis mellifera L) F1 % 4 (Bom-
byx mori) K AR AAE Al 55 4y o, 155 J&] 40 4 31 oy
24 h 196 h; W15 ( Eisenia foetida)ik A 2. Bellie 2
e, 5 I 14 d; 3 f H 2P 8 (Pseudokirch-
neriella subcapitata) 2 L) ik H 3,5- S & 1, ik
I TEA N 72 h; K38 (Daphnia magna Straus) Fl15E
I 1 (Brachydanio rerio) % FH 55 4% FR 7 ik 50 ¥ 17
Z k5, K R348 24 b, HAh S S5 44 A

WAKiIWSREN (OE8VA

TESREE KA BEh AR T S0tk a3k
Brb RIS T A 6 45 R R &1 R 2w
J5 B o s A T i R0 e AR R B AR L
1t 20% ,(HHSEBR v BE 2 W) BR R R 1) D )
HEAT B S AT AR 3430 %t i 1 i A T 50
TFUG 0 h A1 72 h SRAE GRS IR AT T 5 m i
XP RN BEh . AETWE G460 h #1124 h #
AR AT, X6F i B IR 14 RS I o BT vk AT
BiE
1.2.3.1  $EHugfk

KA 2.0 mL B 25 B0 f5 B 3.0 mL
LR 2.0 g ARG R % 2 0, # 8 o )2
& R LR A VUM R REZE T, AR =T, IR
2.0 mL (3540 26 28 7 40 Ve N BE | AR
B 1.5 mL 3 022 pm JEME, EHLE
1.2.3.2 i &t

1.2.3

KI5k BRI gAHTE SR = DU B A TR 0 3 3 R A (8
1.2.2 R &M LCMS-8050)%F i # fi 1 A7 0 A A I, 4 4% 2% 14 4n
RIS WL 3, T . 345 & Shim-pack GIST C18(75 mmx2.1 mm,
F3 WiKEWIRWEMSF
Table 3 Culture condition of test organisms
HXH R /% JeilEm (g L WIS E/Lux WA
ik L C T ¥ e L) , .
. Relative Photo Hardness pH Light Dissolved
Test organism Temperature/C o ) . )
humidity/% period/h /(mg-L") intensity/Lux oxygen
H A2 H SRR
258~27.1 62.3~70.8 14/10 — —  —
(Coturnix coturnix japonica) Natural light
=k e i
25.1~263 55.8~64.5 024 —_— —_— —_—
(Apis mellifera L.) All darkness
P& S HAREHE
25.6~26.8 73.9~762 16/8 — —  —
(Bombyx mori) Natural light
R 2 B 15l
o ) 20.1~22.7 70.1~74.3 24/0 —_— 6.84 568~591 —_—
(Eisenia foetida)
R 1 MR e SR
25.0~25.8 70.5~76.3 024 — e —_—
(Trichogramma japonicum) All darkness
FRAAS B
. ) ) 22.0~224 — 24/0 o e 4765~5 270 e
(Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata)
KA AR
20.6~21.0 — 16/8 171 8.19~8.40 7.98~8.11 mg-L"!
(Daphnia magna Straus) Natural light
BEH H AR EHE
22.6~23.8 — 16/8 171 8.04~8.43 87.6% ~97.9%
(Brachydanio rerio) Natural light
AT BRI
22.0~22.7 — 16/8 175 8.20~8.42 87.4% ~99.4%
(Xenopus laevis) Natural light
TIEMAEY) i
20.1~21.5 73.5~78.3 0/24 —_— 7.34 —
(Soil micro-organism) All darkness
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3.0 wm); S A K/ i (15/85) BN 40 °C
TR 0.200 mL-min” ; FEAERFE 0.5 wL; B
ST Ay FL T 25 FL B IR ESTH+ 3 A 5 =X ok 22 52 g W il
(NMR) & FHE B PR R R 4.0 KV 3 FIRIEE
300 °C 5 B 7R S 250 C ; Heat Block i &
400 °C ; ZALSHE N 3.0 Lomin™ ; TR FE N
10.0 L-min™ ; Il RHE N 10.0 L-min™ 5 £ B B[]
>4 1.700 min,
1.2.3.3  #trifEfk

DL R I 5.00%10™,7.00x 10 1.00%
107 500107 . 1.00x 10 ,2.00x 107 ,0.200 1 0.400
mg a.d. - L7V BE I AR A TR, K 0 1 B 5 e ok
LIS, B bR i & R, KA R B RN
09959, Z5H KB, 5 147 Fe An fE fhFE 5.00x 107 ~
0.400 mg a.i. - L X[AIPN , 20 R A4F
1.2.3.4  UShnsISORTRE %

A3 I T KR 5 5L (BG 1) s i fa 85 3 e (5
S E RIK)E i TR AR v i (5 L B 431 R 5.00
x10*.0.200 mg a.i. -L"F12.00x107 0.400 mg a.i. -

L' BRI E S ANEE, R L aiab 3 AL
T TR M E MR B IRICRTE 92.4% ~106% [H],
BRI 4, A7 T, i 25 1 S5 (s ) & oy
2.50x10" g, fefiAs vk ok 5.00%10™ mg ad. L7,
1.3 BdE i 5 dE S g0 oy

2 ERErESS R LC,, . LD, \EC,, LR, LA K 95%
EEIX ] FLE SPSS 17.0 HE 2% [ 15 43 By 215
o IFRACIRA AR 2 IR 2 il g v DU ) B b
SR, I TR AN R R SRR A P ) B SR

F 4 BG11 FIES B kKR FEHITRME KR
Table 4 Average recovery in BG11 and tap water

Ty

#eP (mg ai. <L)

Concentration/(mg a.i. -L™) Average recovery RSD
5.00x10* 99.0% 5.70%

0.200 106% 2.59%

2.00x1073 95.9% 3.49%

0.400 92.4% 2.81%

x5 BEEMNKEEVIESELRERRE
Table 5 Experimental concentration of the aquatic acute toxicity test for trifloxystrobin

JRRLAR A=Y

W E (mg ai. -L")

Exposure concentration/(mg a.i. -L™")

Non-target organisms (Va5 SEIHRE (0 h) SEIHREE (72/24 h)
Nominal concentration Measured concentration Measured concentration
1.80x1073 1.40x1073 6.76x10*
5.14x107 4.82x1073 9.19x10*
ESERNR
] ) ) 1.47x1072 1.07x1072 2.53%10
(Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata) 5 ) 5
420%10 3.39x10" 3.64x10
0.120 0.119 8.60x102
4.05%10° 3.85%10° 3.68%107
6.48%10 5.21x107 4.02x1073
KIUEE 1.04x1072 8.00x107 5.65%x107
(Daphnia magna Straus) 1.66x1072 1.65x1072 1.36x10%2
2.65x1072 2.13x102 1.89x1072
425%1072 4.05%1072 2.87%1072
7.00x1072 3.57x1072 2.76%1072
9.45%1072 4.22%1072 2.95%1072
P 0.128 6.54x10%2 4.56x1072
(Brachydanio rerio) 0.172 0.118 8.61x107?
0.233 0.139 0.149
0314 0.197 0.180
3.50x1072 3.36x107 3.65%107?
4.76%1072 4481072 422x107
EIIN A 6.47x1072 5.78x1072 5.41x10?
(Xenopus laevis) 8.80x1072 8.42x10%? 7.13x1072
0.120 0.101 0.104
0.163 0.149 0.133
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2 R 5417 (Results and analysis)
2.1 G rEl AR AR AR W) Sk R

R A ], 253 56 0 A DA R 89 55 b ] | %8 e
BEPEIRIR AL IR | 31K e RATAT S R B, Ay
PR B2 2047 A bR OO0 -5 % R 2 S A A BN, (LBt o
BB R TR, R RINOR A BT, Hrp
ARSI N KA AR R B S” A AR A8
a5 SR g IR K A LG R R BEAE AT
HUR . A A sl ol ) Il s 2 20 i o 4
ARD o B TP REILAR KA B TR A Y
TR B B0 RE 055 UL T A A RS AR B RN
BE o 0 Qe R J I N 08 K 2P A AR B IR
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Table 6 Toxicity of trifloxystrobin to non-target organisms

A HCER A=) 1y 75 EC4/LCso/ 95% A Xl AP
Non-target organisms Regression equation LDy, /LRy, 95% C. L. Toxicity grade
HA#S -2 1 >2.00x10° jlise
Coturnixcoturnix japonica-Oral mg a.i. -kg'l bw Low toxicity
At 2 ] M >5.00x10° i
Coturnixcoturnix japonica-Dietary mg a.i. kg Ak} Low toxicity
A o et
— >100 pg ai. - ¥ — .
Honeybee-Contact Low toxicity
-0 . it
— >95.3 pg ai. -8 — -
Honeybee-Oral Low toxicity
R 1.48x10° ~1.75%10° {lig553
) Y=-11.330+3.533.X 1.61x10° mg a.i. -L! .
Silkworm mg a.i. -L! Low toxicity
] _ it
— >100 mg a.i. -kg' T+ — o
Earthworm Low toxicity
PiNiLcs 0.310~0.368 12 AU
) ] ) Y=1.716+3.638X 0.337 pg ai. cm™ L.
Trichogramma japonicum pg ai. -cm? High risk
ERUE-LE KA R 438x10° ~7.64x10° r

Alga-Inhibition
Alga-Growth
Ko
Daphnia magna Straus
HEh
Brachydanio rerio
RPN

Xenopus laevis

Y=2297+1.027X

Y=0.956+0.850X

Y=5.088+2.885X

Y=5.895+4.650X

Y=4.776+4.557X

5.80x107 mg a.i. -L!

mg a.i. -L"! High toxicity
4.85%x102~0.135 i T
7.50x102 mg a.i. L . .
mg ai. L High toxicity
9.58x10°~4.93x102 i
1.72x102 mg a.i. -L"! .
mg a.i. L Extreme toxicity
497x10%~5.86x102 il
5.40%102 mg a.i. -L! o
mg a.i. -L! Extreme toxicity
8.40x102~9.58x10 5

8.95x10% mg a.i. -L™!
mg a.i. -L!

Extreme toxicity
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Sof FRZH AR HE 2390 8.58% .8.98% , I A KT 25% , Bl
I3 BRI X - S A 4 ) R A e ) TC A S 0

[ R 3E ao X e R AR M SE R H e R
TRFNBE S A HE AT S el g e B, L85 R Y
FEA2E AR 2 IR 2 A PPN I D ) V00 5 31 TN
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2.2 SRR 4

MRPGEC A AR 25 A B e P E R e )Y ™ g
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PTWE R OB

3 %2 51%i8 ( Conclusion and discussion)

JHr3 TR B 0 PR v ) AR EE AR AR W) B B AR R W
M2ZE50] . XT38 e A DL ts] 4 AR
IR i 2R A= W) R AR, ELXT - A W i R
A K2 i X R B IR e ) g RN B
b JE R XU PRI I 2 2 00 ) iR IR e DA A ) R
AEREARRE A IR B A AR 2 4 | R I AE S Bk = v
T T A T AR 0 B 3 B I 3 R A T

e 245 300 A AR Ay TR OS R MR e R A3 RIS X b
S A AR 7 i TR e 0 o IR e 2 331 Ay o 4 X
B MBS, S A SE R 25 R A 25 57 . TR IR bk
TR 0 10 328 ol AR e i AR ) I 30— i e
SN TC {ELI) A T e S0 ) ot MR ey T T 2
PEFIRR A AN 5] X6 A ] A 245t A 7 D 2 1)1
SCHIR F A 2R BIR 0 55 A 18 0 HIR e b SIS AR 24 17
FPAEZE ST | SRR HR 86 [ SRR P Y 22 St S T RE S 4
RAARIF] Y TP R

(LR R TSR SNBSS SN O s
PERRON 3 R e R R . e A B
TP IO 30 B 7 7 AR B AT (8 1T, A7 1 24 948 30 i T8k
R K PR A KA B T G R T 25 A B A
A BRI ST S BOK PR TS 3, XK AR AR S AR B8
e BRI, [T 3 7 A A DX SR i 5 it 24 J A1 48 K
PRER B BRI [ I A T R B A 2, 1oy 2% fe
TR I s B 7K AR AR SRR A= M AR, LA
L 358 ARG ] P R ARG A e

AR BRI DA (807 A fi BT 5 X P 055
CEL7/ IR 3 S VAN 73 S Ta et 7S QAP S |
e T T % RS A RS AR W AT 25 5 PR HL A T ) 5
M2 SRR AR . A E YRS R
A LR AR 25 XU DA S R Hh 1 Sy RAE A o ) 5 1 )
B SO 22 S B o) AT 5 G A K0 2 A b
FESLHE AL — W ) SRR PG A 25 1

R71 SR ER
Table 7 Results of reference test

AEHEFRAEY) [\ = 77 1% LCy/ ez 95% E {5 X.[H]
Non-target organisms Regression equation LD,/ EC4, Acceptation criterion 95% C. L.
-2
Y=1339+2201X 0246 pg ai. -W! 0.10~0.35 pg ai. -#' 0202~0.327 pg a.i. -#!
Honeybee-Oral
B WAz i
Y=1.885+2.807X 0213 pg ai. -#&! 0.10~0.30 g ai. -#'  0.190~0239 pg a.i. -M!
Honeybee-Contact
R KA 1.42x10%~2.53%x10%
] Y=-19.868+6.070 X 1.88x10° mg a.i. -L! )
Silkworm No recommendation mg a.i. -L!
5]
Y=-10.453+6.339X 44.6 mg ai. -kg' T+ 20~80 mg ai. -kg' T+ 37.7~589 mg ai. -kg' T+
Earthworm
44 H F i Y=-2413+10.717X 1.68 mg a.i. -L! Kt 146~1.85 mg ai. -L!
(Pseudokirchneriella subcapitata) Y=-2.593+8.080X 2.09 mg ai. -L"! No recommendation 1.87~2.38 mg ai. -L!
KB %
) Y=-0.440+4.281X 127 mg a.i. -L"! 0.6~2.1 mg ai. -L"! 1.19~135 mg a.i. -L"!
(Daphnia magna Straus)
B
Y=-27.653+11.743X 226 mg a.i. -L! 200~400 mg a.i. -L"! 220~233 mg ai. -L!

(Brachydanio rerio)
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